
• BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 
Order Instituting Investigation to Consider Policies to 
Achieve the Commission’s Conservation Objectives for 
Class A Water Utilities. 

Investigation 07-01-022 
(Filed January 11, 2007) 

 
In the Matter of the Application of Golden State Water 
Company (U 133 E) for Authority to Implement Changes 
in Ratesetting Mechanisms and Reallocation of Rates. 

Application 06-09-006 
(Filed September 6, 2006) 

 
Application of California Water Service Company (U 60 
W), a California Corporation, requesting an order from 
the California Public Utilities Commission Authorizing 
Applicant to Establish a Water Revenue Balancing 
Account, a Conservation Memorandum Account, and 
Implement Increasing Block Rates 

Application 06-10-026 
(Filed October 23, 2006 

Application of Park Water Company (U 314 W) for 
Authority to Implement a Water Revenue Adjustment 
Mechanism, Increasing Block Rate Design and a 
Conservation Memorandum Account. 

Application 06-11-009 
(Filed November 20, 2006) 

 

Application of Suburban Water Systems (U 339 W) for 
Authorization to Implement a Low 
Income Assistance Program, an Increasing Block Rate 
Design, and a Water Revenue Adjustment Mechanism. 

Application 06-11-010 
(Filed November 22, 2006) 

 

Application of San Jose Water Company (U 168 W) for 
an Order Approving its Proposal to Implement the 
Objectives of the Water Action Plan 

Application 07-03-019 
(Filed March 19, 2007) 

 
MOTION OF THE CONSUMER FEDERATION OF CALIFORNIA  

TO STAY THE PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE SET  
FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONSERVATION PROPOSALS OF GOLDEN STATE 

WATER COMPANY AND SAN JOSE WATER COMPANY 
 

 By Order of August 30, 2007, the Administrative Law Judge established a 

schedule for consideration of the conservation proposals of Golden State Water 

Company (“GSWC”) and San Jose Water Company (“San Jose”).  The schedule 

required parties to file opening testimony on rate-related conservation measures for 

GSWC and San Jose on October 19, 2007, and reply testimony on November 9, 2007. 

 On Friday, October 5, 2007, at 4:49 p.m., the Division of Ratepayer Advocates 

(DRA) notified the parties of an all party settlement meeting in Docket nos. A.06-09-006 

F I L E D 
10-23-07
04:59 PM



and A.07-03-019, to be held on October 12, 2007 at 10:00 a.m., pursuant to Rule 

12.1(b) of the Commissions Rules of Practice and Procedure1.  At that meeting, the 

Division of Ratepayer Advocates notified the parties, for the first time, that a settlement 

in principle had been reached in the GSWC case and that a settlement was being 

discussed in the San Jose case.  Although, under similar circumstances, DRA and the 

utility agreed, at the request of an intervenor (TURN), to jointly request a modification of 

the procedural schedule to discuss the intervenor’s concerns, DRA has refused to 

discuss with CFC some of CFC’s proposals for settling some issues in the GSWC and 

San Jose cases and has refused to agree to modifications of the procedural schedule to 

further discuss settlement or to allow for a 30-day period of comment on proposed 

settlements.. 

 On Friday, October 19, Golden State Water Company and DRA filed a Joint 

Motion for approval of a settlement agreement on WRAM and rate design issues.  On 

the same date, DRA failed to file testimony in accord with the procedural schedule set 

on August 30 stating: 

Except with regard to the issue of return on equity, San Jose Water 
Company (San Jose) and the Division of Ratepayer Advocates (DRA) are 
not serving testimony today with regard to San Jose's application, A.07-
03-019.  (The parties note that San Jose submitted testimony in support of 
A.07-03-019 at the time it filed the application.)  The parties have an 
agreement in principle and anticipate filing a proposed settlement 
agreement that will address all issues raised by A.07-03-019 that are in 
dispute between the parties.  The parties hope to file that settlement within 
the next week. 
 

The filing of a settlement in the Golden State Water Company case creates new 

issues on which CFC has not yet had an opportunity to conduct discovery or 

                                            
1  Rule 12.1 requires settling parties to provide notice of a settlement conference “at least seven (7) 
days in advance of the conference.” 



testify.  The notice that DRA and San Jose Water Company “hope to file [a] 

settlement within the next week” will further change the scope of the issues 

presented at the November 15 hearing scheduled in this case.  CFC cannot 

begin discovery on the intended settlement until it is filed.  

  Rule 12.2 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure allow CFC 30 

days to file comments on the settlements after the motion for adoption of the settlement 

is filed.  CFC therefore requests that further proceedings on the rate design, WRAM, 

MCBA and other adjustments proposed by Golden State Water Company and San Jose 

Water Company be stayed until a new procedural schedule can be established which 

takes into account the rule’s requirement that parties be allowed 30 days to comment on 

any settlement filed by San Jose Water Company and the DRA.   

 WHEREFORE the Consumer Federation of California respectfully requests that 

the procedural schedule set for consideration of the GSWC and San Jose conservation 

proposals be stayed until such time as a motion for adoption of a settlement of the San 

Jose Water Company proposal is filed or until the Division of Ratepayer Advocates 

notifies the Commission that no settlement will be reached. 

   
Dated:  October 23, 2007  Respectfully submitted, 
 
     CONSUMER FEDERATION OF CALIFORNIA 
 
 
     By: _______//s//________________ 
      Alexis K. Wodtke 

 
520 S. El Camino Real, Suite 340 
San Mateo, CA  94402 
Phone: (650) 375-7847 
Fax:    (650) 343-1238 
Email: lex@consumercal.org 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
  I hereby certify that on October 23, 2007, I served by e-mail all parties on the 
service lists for I.07-01-022, A.06-09-006 A.06-10-026, A.06-11-009 & A.06-11-010, for 
which an email address was known, true copies of the original of the following 
document which is attached hereto: 
 

MOTION OF THE CONSUMER FEDERATION OF CALIFORNIA 
TO STAY THE PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE SET 

FOR CONSIDERATION OF CONSERVATION PROPOSALS OF  
GOLDEN STATE WATER COMPANY AND SAN JOSE WATER COMPANY 

 
The aforementioned document was served on the following: 
 
 Michael Whitehead    Adrian Hansen 
 San Gabriel Valley Water Company 1231 Forrestville Avenue 
 PO BOX 6010,     San Jose, California 95510 
 El Monte, CA  91734 
 
by causing the Notice, enclosed in an envelope addressed to him and with postage 
prepaid, to be deposited in the U.S. Mail. 
   
Dated:  October 23, 2007  Respectfully submitted, 
 
     
      ________//s//_______________ 
      Alejandra Lopez 
     Consumer Federation Of California 

520 S. El Camino Real, Suite 340 
San Mateo, CA  94402 
Phone: (650) 375-7847 
Fax:    (650) 343-1238 



Email: alopez@consumercal.org 



Email Service List for I.07-01-022: 
 

CHARLIE HARAK charak@nclc.org 
JEAN L. KIDDOO jlkiddoo@swidlaw.com 
OLIVIA B. WEIN owein@nclcdc.org 
ALLYSON TAKETA ataketa@fulbright.com 
B. TILDEN KIM tkim@rwglaw.com 
DAVID A. EBERSHOFF debershoff@fulbright.com 
FRED G. YANNEY fyanney@fulbright.com 
EDWARD N. JACKSON ed@parkwater.com 
LEIGH K. JORDAN leigh@parkwater.com 
ROBERT J. DIPRIMIO rdiprimio@valencia.com 
ROBERT KELLY bobkelly@bobkelly.com 
DANIEL A. DELL'OSA dadellosa@sgvwater.com 
TIMOTHY J. RYAN tjryan@sgvwater.com 
RONALD MOORE rkmoore@gswater.com 
KEITH SWITZER kswitzer@gswater.com 
NANCI TRAN nancitran@gswater.com 
KENDALL H. MACVEY Kendall.MacVey@BBKlaw.com
CHRISTINE MAILLOUX cmailloux@turn.org 
JACK HAWKS jhawks_cwa@comcast.net 
MARCEL HAWIGER marcel@turn.org 
NINA SUETAKE nsuetake@turn.org 
Marcelo Poirier mpo@cpuc.ca.gov 
Monica L. McCrary mlm@cpuc.ca.gov 
Natalie Wales ndw@cpuc.ca.gov 
ENRIQUE GALLARDO enriqueg@lif.org 
JOSE E. GUZMAN, JR. jguzman@nossaman.com 
LENARD G. WEISS lweiss@steefel.com 
LORI ANN DOLQUEIST Ldolqueist@steefel.com 
SARAH E. LEEPER sleeper@steefel.com 
MARTIN A. MATTES mmattes@nossaman.com 
ALEXIS K. WODTKE lex@consumercal.org 
LISA BURGER pucservice@dralegal.org 
MELISSA W. KASNITZ pucservice@dralegal.org 
DAVID P. STEPHENSON dstephen@amwater.com 
PATRICIA A. SCHMIEGE pschmiege@schmiegelaw.com 
FRANCIS S. FERRARO sferraro@calwater.com 
LYNNE P. MCGHEE lmcghee@calwater.com 
BETTY R. ROEDER broeder@greatoakswater.com 
PALLE JENSEN palle_jensen@sjwater.com 
BILL MARCUS bill@jbsenergy.com 
JEFFREY NAHIGIAN jeff@jbsenergy.com 
DAVID MORSE demorse@omsoft.com 
DARLENE M. CLARK, ESQ. darlene.clark@amwater.com 
DANIELLE C. BURT danielle.burt@bingham.com 
JOHN GREIVE john.greive@lightyear.net 
MARY CEGELSKI mcegelski@firstcomm.com 
CHARLES FORST charles.forst@360.net 
DOUGLAS K. MARTINET doug@parkwater.com 



DONALD R. WARD luhintz2@verizon.net 
Regina DeAngelis rmd@cpuc.ca.gov 
DEBBIE DAVIS debbie@ejcw.org 
TIMOTHY S. GUSTER tguster@greatoakswater.com 
CHRIS BROWN chris@cuwcc.org 
KATIE SHULTE JOUNG katie@cuwcc.org 
MATT VANDER SLUIS mvander@pcl.org 
Bertram D. Patrick bdp@cpuc.ca.gov 
Diana Brooks dsb@cpuc.ca.gov 
Edward Howard trh@cpuc.ca.gov 
Fred L. Curry flc@cpuc.ca.gov 
Jaeyeon Park jcp@cpuc.ca.gov 
Janice L. Grau jlg@cpuc.ca.gov 
Joyce Steingass jws@cpuc.ca.gov 
Kenneth Bruno kab@cpuc.ca.gov 
Laura L. Krannawitter llk@cpuc.ca.gov 
Patrick Hoglund phh@cpuc.ca.gov 
Sean Wilson smw@cpuc.ca.gov 
Tatiana Olea tfo@cpuc.ca.gov 

 
 


